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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for the 
claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01(o). Correction of the 
following is required: connection message. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 1-3, 5-10, 13-19, 22-27, 29, 31, 33, 36-38, 40 and 43 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 5,699,513 to Feigen et al. 

As concerns claims 1 and 17, determining whether one or more usage-conditions are met 
(abstract); intercepting a connection message/first service initiation request (abstract); 
conditionally sending based on the one or more usage conditions the message sent from a client 
(host) to a server (fig. 1) over a communication-conduit/network (figure 1 ; networks). 

As concerns claims 2 and 18, forwarding the message to the server over the 
communication-conduit when the one or more usage conditions are met (fig. 1 , 28). 

As concerns claims 3, 14, 19, 26, 3 1 and 38, identifying a first network address of the 
server, a second network address of the client and a port number (fig. 2) of the communication- 
conduit. 
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As concerns claims 5, 10 and 37, a time window (col. 5, lines 1-15). 

As concerns claims 6 and 37, obtaining a confirmation from a human wherein the human 
is associated with the client or has administrative privilege (inherent for a human to indirectly 
provide confirmation, since human interaction was involved in creation/programming of 
computer system). 

As concerns claim 8, determining whether a configuration of the client comprises one or 
more prc-dctcrmincd data (col. 7, line 1 -user authentication data). 

As concerns claims 9 and 16, determining whether a repository/system admin comprises 
one or more authorization data pertinent to the message (col. 3, lines 25-40). 

As concerns claims 13 and 25, discarding the message when the one or more usage 
conditions are not met (abstract; col. 4, lines 20-30-not authorized; col. 3, lines 25-40-filter out if 
conditions not met). 

As concerns claims 15 and 27, logging a result of the determining step (col. 6, lines 19- 

25). 

As concerns claims 22 and 43, the service-proxy determines a request-type indicated by 
the service request (col. 8, lines 43-45). 

As concerns claims 7, 10, 23 and 24, a TCP connection or session (col. 7, lines 63-64). 

As concerns claim 29, a communication-proxy (fig 1, 26) for intercepting a connection 
message (abstract) from a client (fig 1) to a server (fig 1) over a communication conduit (figure 
1 ; networks); wherein the communication-proxy is programmed to determine whether one or 
more communication conduit usage conditions are met, and wherein the communication proxy 
forwards the message to the server over the communication conduit when the one or more usage 
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conditions are met or discards the message when the one or more usage conditions are not met 
(abstract). 

As concerns claims 33 and 40, the communication-proxy resides in a network element in 
a communication path between the client and the server (fig. 1,16, 26). 

As concerns claim 36, a service proxy (fig 1, 26) for intercepting a service-initiation 
request (abstract) from a client (fig 1 ) to a server (fig 1) over a network (figure 1 ; networks); 
wherein the service-proxy determines whether one or more communication conduit usage 
conditions are met, and wherein the service proxy forwards the service-initiation request to the 
server over the network when the one or more usage conditions are met or discards the service- 
initiation request when the one or more service conditions are not met (abstract). 

4. Claims 17-19, 21, 22, 25-28, 36-38 and 40-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,442,686 to McArdle et al. 

As concerns claim 17, intercepting a message/first service request (abstract), the message 
sent from a client (abstract) to a server (abstract-mail server) over a communication- 
conduit/nctwork (figure 3); and determining whether one or more communication-conduit usage 
conditions arc met (abstract). 

As concerns claim 18, forwarding the message to the server over the communication- 
conduit when the one or more usage conditions arc met (abstract). 

As concerns claims 19, 26 and 38, identifying a first network address (col. 4, lines 18-20) 
of the server, a second network address (col. 4, lines 18-20) of the client and a port number (col. 
6, line 61; col. 7, lines 10-20) of the communication-conduit. 
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As concerns claims 21 and 37, determining step comprises (a) obtaining a confirmation 
from a human (col. 8, lines 66-67), (b) determining whether the communication conduit was 
used by the client prior to the client's sending the message, or (c) determining whether the client 
sent the message within an authorized time -window. 

As concerns claim 25, discarding the message when the one or more usage conditions 
are not met (abstract lines 12-14). 

As concerns claim 27, logging a result of the determining step (col. 3, lines 54-55; col. 7, 
lines 45-55). 

As concerns claim 28, notifying a system-administrator of a result of the determining step 
(col. 12, line 17). 

As concerns claims 22 and 43, the service-proxy determines a request-type indicated by 
the service request (col. 6, lines 65-67; SMTP). 

As concerns claim 36, a communication/service proxy (col. 3, line 26; col. 6, line 55) for 
intercepting a message from a client (abstract) to a server (abstract-mail server) over a 
communication conduit/network (figure 3); wherein the communication/service proxy 
determines whether one or more communication conduit usage conditions are met, and wherein 
the communication proxy forwards the message to the server over the communication conduit 
when the one or more usage conditions are met or discards the message when the one or more 
usage conditions arc not met (abstract lines 12-14). 

As concerns claim 40, the communication proxy resides in a network element such as a 
switch or router (broadest reasonable interpretation and in light of the specification p. 12- 
communication device that is part of a data network between physical communication interfaces 
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and communication medium), the network clement in a communication path between the client 
and the server (col. 6, lines 55-56). 

As concerns claim 41, the communication proxy and the client reside on the same host 
(figure 3, 380; client and server are interchangeable based on perspective of sending or 
receiving). 

As concerns claim 42, the communication proxy and the server reside on the same host 
(figure 3, 380). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 20, 23, 24 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent No. 6,442,686 to McArdle et al. as applied above in view of U.S. Patent Application 
Publication 2003/012081 1 to Hanson et al. 

McArdle et al. '686 do not explicitly disclose sending a plurality of DHCP reply 
messages for binding a first address of a first host to a second address of a second host, the 
plurality of DHCP reply messages sent to a third host, the server residing on the first host, and 
the client residing on the third host. 

Hanson et al. '811 teach DHCP (0286, 0287). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to provide the system of McArdle et al. '686 with DHCP, as taught by Hanson et al. '81 1, in 
order to provide a means of automatically assigning addresses. Such a modification is a 
combination of known elements yielding predictable results. 

As concerns claims 23 and 24, McArdle et al. '686 do not explicitly disclose, determining 
whether a second service request of the same request type as the first service request/one or more 
predetermined request types was forwarded to the server within a specific context, wherein a 
context comprises a TCP connection or a session (0032). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to provide the system of McArdle et al. '686 with TCP, as taught by Hanson et al. '81 1, in order 
to provide a standard transport protocol that is reliable. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to provide the system of McArdle et al. '686 with determining a time window, as taught by 
Douglis et al. '877, in order to provide a means of providing a correspondence between the time 
of communication and the budget of the user, thus balancing the traffic of the network and 
saving the user more money. Such a modification is a combination of known elements yielding 
predictable results. 

7. Claims 4, 20, 32 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent No. 5,699,5 13 to Feigen et al. as applied above in view of U.S. Patent Application 
Publication 2003/012081 1 to Hanson et al. 
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Feign et al. '513 do not explicitly disclose sending a plurality of DHCP reply messages 
for binding a first address of a first host to a second address of a second host, the plurality of 
DHCP reply messages sent to a third host, the server residing on the first host, and the client 
residing on the third host. 

Hanson ct al. '81 1 teach DHCP (0286, 0287). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to provide the system of Feign et al. '513 with DHCP, as taught by Hanson et al. '81 1, in order to 
provide a means of automatically assigning addresses. Such a modification is a combination of 
known elements yielding predictable results. 

8. Claims 11,12 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent No. 5,699,5 13 to Feigen et al. as applied above in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,587,877 to 
Douglis et al. 

Feign et al. '513 do not explicitly disclose determining whether the message is sent 
within a pre-determined time -window, wherein the time window comprises one or more 
weekday peak usage hours. 

Douglis et al. '877 teach determining whether the message is sent within a pre- 
determined time-window, wherein the time window comprises one or more weekday peak usage 
hours (col. 3, lines 1-27). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to provide the system of Feign et al. '513 with determining a time window, as taught by Douglis 
et al. '877, in order to provide a means of providing a correspondence between the time of 



Application/Control Number: 10/806,578 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2151 

communication and the budget of the user, thus balancing the traffic of the network and saving 
the user more money. Such a modification is a combination of known elements yielding 
predictable results. 

9. Claims 34, 35, 41 and 42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent No. 5,699,513 to Feigen et al. as applied above. 

Feigen et al. '513 do not explicilty disclose the proxy and the client/server residing on the 
same host. It would have been an obvious design choice to combine separate elements into a 
single element. Such a modification would provide predictable results. 

Response to Arguments 

10. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-28 and 36-43 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

As concerns the prior art of McArdle et al. '686, the term "service-initiation request" has 
been given the broadest reasonable interpretation and the message of McArdle et al. '686 
satisfies this term. 

Conclusion 

1 1 . Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
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MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John B. Walsh whose telephone number is 571-272-7063. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 7:00-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on 571-272-3964. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/John B.Walsh/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2151 



